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2000 CENSUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentlewoman from
New York (Mrs. MALONEY) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for
5 minutes.

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, we have a serious problem in
America today that might seem some-
what paranormal. It might be some-
thing we would see on ‘‘Ripley’s Be-
lieve it or Not’’ or maybe ‘‘The X
Files.’’ Ten million Americans have be-
come invisible. And even more will dis-
appear if this Congress fails to act.

I am talking about the 1990 census.
That is when ten million people were
not counted, they were simply over-
looked. It was as if the population of
Michigan or Ohio simply fell off the
map. Many of those who were missed
are people who most need the things
that being counted in the census
brings, representation in government
and inclusion in government’s Federal
funding formulas. The 1990 census was
the first to be worse than the census
before it, and the difference between
the undercount for whites and minori-
ties was the worst ever recorded.

About 41⁄2 percent of all African
Americans were missed, as were 1 in 20
Latinos, 1 in 14 children, and 1 in 10
black males. But the problem does not
end with the undercount. In 1990, over
6 million people were counted more
than once and most of them were
white. That makes the undercount
even more unfair to minorities and
poor people, because not only are they
missed, but their proportional rep-
resentation, the basis for House seats
and Federal dollars, is further dimin-
ished by double-counting.

The 1990 census cost 20 percent more
than the 1980 census and was 33 percent
less accurate. In fact, unless we make
some fundamental changes, there is
every reason to believe that the 2000
census will cost even more and be less
accurate.

As we enter a new millennium, our
Nation needs an accurate census that
includes everybody. We cannot be sat-
isfied with the census that continues to
miss millions of people. But that is ex-
actly what will happen 2 years from
now unless we use the best knowledge
and technology available to fix the
problems of the past.

There is some good news. Some peo-
ple have been thinking about this prob-
lem already. In 1992, a bipartisan coali-
tion of representatives pushed legisla-
tion to ask the National Academy of
Sciences to review the census. They
chose the National Academy of
Sciences because the Academy is fair
and independent of political influence.

Using the recommendations from
that independent review, the Census
Bureau has developed a comprehensive
plan for the 2000 census that will
produce the most accurate census in
our Nation’s history. It includes using
the latest technology, shorter forms,
more ways to respond, a paid advertis-

ing campaign, better address lists, and
closer partnerships with both local
governments and community-based or-
ganizations.
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All of these things will improve the

response rate and improve accuracy
while containing costs. After extensive
efforts to count absolutely everybody,
the plan for the 2000 census calls for
the application of basic statistical
methods to establish the number and
characteristics of the people who still
do not respond based on those who do.

Congress recently approved a test of
these methods in 2 of the 3 dress re-
hearsals for the census that starts this
spring. Under the Census Bureau plan,
everybody counts. All Americans will
be included in the census. But the bu-
reau faces one obstacle, and that is this
Congress. Those who oppose the Census
Bureau’s plan for the 2000 census say
they are willing to spend whatever it
takes to count everybody the old way.
But everybody knows that no matter
how much you spend, the old ways will
not count everyone.

Dr. Barbara Bryant stepped into the
breach for President Bush to direct the
1990 census. The Republican appointee
knew all too well the problems with
the plans for 1990. But she was brought
on board just 4 months before it was to
begin. It takes 24 hours to turn around
an aircraft carrier. Four months was
hardly enough time to stop the mo-
mentum of an operation as massive as
the census. Recently Dr. Bryant wrote,
and I quote,

Throwing more money and more tempo-
rarily hired census takers at the job of enu-
meration will not find the missing.

She echoes what everybody knows.
The old methods are as worn out as the
arguments that keep them.

One of those arguments being used by the
House Leadership is that we are under a Con-
stitutional mandate to physically count every-
one, nose by nose.

That is an impossibility, and it gives the illu-
sion that the census can reach everyone di-
rectly, which it cannot and does not. However,
it can reach many people directly. And it will—
because the current plan calls for the Census
Bureau to make an unprecedented effort to
count most Americans directly, either through
the mail, by telephone, or by going door-to-
door to find those people who don’t respond.

This is not a ‘‘sample census’’ of ‘‘virtual
Americans’’ as some have claimed. In fact, it
is the most extensive effort to count everyone
in the history of the census.

Every household will receive 4 mailings be-
tween the middle of March and the middle of
April.

Questionnaires will be available in public
places such as libraries, post offices, and
churches.

People can even call in their responses by
telephone.

The plans for the 2000 census are on solid
legal ground, despite the rhetoric.

The Department of Justice under the Carter,
Bush, and Clinton administrations has consist-
ently ruled that the Constitution doesn’t bar
sampling or statistical methods to improve a
good faith effort to count everyone directly.

We can listen to the experts to get the best
count possible. Or we can let politics rule the
day, and end up with a census that costs too
much and misses millions of Americans.

We must put an end to the injustice census.
f

SOCIAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HEFLEY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 21, 1997, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to spend a couple of
minutes talking about the future of So-
cial Security. Last Saturday there was
a National town hall type discussion
among citizens in 10 cities of the coun-
try linked by interactive television.
The purpose was to discuss the prob-
lems of Social Security, and possible
solutions. I compliment the Pew Foun-
dation for starting this kind of discus-
sion that I think is so vital in deciding
how we make Social Security more se-
cure. The first step is to understand
what the problems are and understand
the seriousness of the problems in
terms of keeping Social Security sol-
vent.

I was asked to participate with Presi-
dent Clinton, with both of us making
statements and listening to sugges-
tions. Speaking at Cobo Hall in Detroit
I said there were certain guidelines
that need to be adhered to as we move
ahead on solving Social Security. Num-
ber one, that it be bipartisan; number
two, that we need to keep all solutions
on the table in our discussions over the
next several months in looking at the
best possible ways to keep Social Secu-
rity solvent; number three, that we do
not reduce the benefits for existing re-
tirees or near-term retirees; number
four, that we have a system where our
kids and our grandkids, and their chil-
dren can have retirement incomes that
will last them through their expected
longer life span, and; number five, that
we stop government using Social Secu-
rity Trust Fund money in exchange for
non marketable I.O.Us. Finely, that we
have a system that is not going to be
privitized, but rather a system that al-
lows forced saving and investment in
retirement accounts owned by the
worker.

Let me very briefly describe some of
the problems in Social Security. Right
now, because it is a pay-as-you-go pro-
gram, where existing taxpayers pay in
their Social Security tax and imme-
diately that tax is used to pay out ben-
efits, to existing retirees. It is sort of a
pay-as-you-go system, in effect a Ponzi
scheme. When we started this program
in 1935, it was easy to keep the system
going because actually at that time the
average age of death at birth was 61
years old. That means most people
never reached the age where they
would draw any benefits. They would
give up what money they and their em-
ployers had put into the system. Over
the years since 1935, every time there
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was a little more money coming in
than was necessary to pay out benefits,
politicians in this city made popular
decisions to expand the benefits. Every
time there was less tax money coming
in than required to pay out those ex-
panded benefits, Congress and the
President would increase the Social Se-
curity tax on working Americans. Ac-
tually since 1971, Social Security, taxes
on these working Americans, has been
increased 36 times. More often than
once a year since 1971 we have in-
creased the rate or the base on the So-
cial Security taxes. We started out tax-
ing 1.5 percent on the first $3,500. Now
it is 12.4 percent on the first $68,000.

I would like to suggest as I conclude
this, Mr. Speaker, that Social Security
in its current configuration is not a
good investment. The National Tax
Foundation estimates that anybody
that retires after the year 2000 will re-
ceive back between a negative 1⁄2 per-
cent and a negative 11⁄2 percent on the
money they and their employers put
into Social Security. So if you could
take some of this money and allow as
an option some of the younger workers
to invest in any return that is going to
be greater than that kind of negative
return in Social Security, then we are
much better off.

I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that it is so
vitally important to preserve Social
Security that we forget the rhetoric
and get down to business. We get down
to the nitty-gritty of the alternatives
of how we are going to make it work.
I mentioned when we started the pro-
gram in 1935 the average age of death
was 61. Today the average age of death
at birth is 74 years old for a male, 76
years old for a female. But if you are
lucky enough to reach the retirement
age, then on the average you are going
to live another 20 years. There are
fewer and fewer workers supporting
more and more retirees. Hopefully vot-
ers, Mr. Speaker, will demand of the
people running for office this fall that
they have suggestions on how to pro-
ceed with this very serious problem of
keeping Social Security solvent.
f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 7 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.
f
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. FOLEY) at 2 p.m.
f

PRAYER

Bishop Eddie L. Long, Senior Pastor,
New Birth Missionary Baptist Church,
Decatur, Georgia, offered the following
prayer:

Let us pray. Father, in the name of
Jesus, we come before You and claim
Your promise in 2 Chronicles 7:14. ‘‘If
My people, who are called by My name
shall humble themselves, pray, seek,
crave, and require of necessity My face
and turn from their wicked ways, then
I will hear from heaven, forgive their
sins, and heal their land.’’

We as a Nation stated in our Declara-
tion of Independence through our
Founding Fathers, ‘‘We hold these
truths to be self-evident that all men
are created equal, that they are en-
dowed by their Creator, with certain
unalienable rights. . . .’’

Lord, the fact that our Founding Fa-
thers declared that nothing we do, or
will do, as leaders and citizens of this
Nation is legal without God being the
foundation of this government is sig-
nificant. We must turn and legitimize
ourselves through repentance so that
this Nation can be led into spiritual
and earthly clarity as to why it was
created. We understand that when You,
as Creator and the Founding Father in
creation, created fish, You called them
from water, yet, in order for them to
live, they have to stay connected to
the water. When You called trees and
vegetation, You called it from the
ground. And in order for that to live, it
had to stay connected to the earth.
When You created us, You called us out
of You, and we must stay connected to
You that we might have life.

Therefore, God, allow us, along with
all creation, to reconnect ourselves
into Your Divine, harmonious flow of
life, that we would hear from heaven,
and our land would be healed. Amen.
f

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote
on agreeing to the Chair’s approval of
the Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Chair’s approval of
the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 5, rule I, further proceed-
ings on this question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.
f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from Georgia (Ms.
MCKINNEY) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. MCKINNEY led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 740

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my name be
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 740.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the gentleman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.
f

APPOINTMENT TO NATIONAL SUM-
MIT ON RETIREMENT SAVINGS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, and pursuant to the provi-
sions of section 517(e)(3) of the Em-
ployee Retirement Income Security
Act, the Chair announces the Speaker’s
appointment of the following partici-
pant on the part of the House to the
National Summit on Retirement Sav-
ings to fill the existing vacancy there-
on:

Mr. Jack Ulrich from Pennsylvania.
There was no objection.
f

DRUGS ARE A GROWING NA-
TIONAL CRISIS FOR OUR CHIL-
DREN

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, few in
this body would argue that a more wor-
thy cause for Federal funds exists than
the fight to keep our Nation’s children
off of drugs. However, a six-year profes-
sional study released yesterday reveals
that we are not winning the war on ju-
venile drug use.

In fact, a dozen other recent studies
have all come to the very same conclu-
sion, that, overall, America’s efforts
just do not deliver on its promise to
teach kids to resist drugs.

According to this latest study, last
year alone, hundreds of millions of dol-
lars were spent on ‘‘feel-good’’ pro-
grams that have apparently had little
or no effect on our kids.

Mr. Speaker, this is a growing na-
tional crisis that is too important to
ignore, too important for our children’s
future, and too important for us to fail.

Mr. Speaker, this is not about laying
blame or pointing fingers, it is about
correcting mistakes. The young people
in this country are our future, and it is
our duty to see that they grow up in a
world free of the scourge of drugs.
f

BORIS YELTSIN NEEDS
COUNSELING, NOT MONITORING

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and revise and extend his
remarks.)
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